munph of fish at Bomn tnday are
| in comparison with Monday of
week, for only a few vessels ar.
» and with the exception of steam
itnlwiu' Spray have but small trips.
- Spray, which has been out but
if ur days, has a ~good catch of 53,000
ypouﬂd: of haddock, which is a very
domrable article in the market today.

——

. The prices of all kinds of ground
fish show an advance over last week's
quofations, and unless a large number
of vessels arrive will be higher dur-
ing the week,
Two swordfishermen are in today
both of whom have small catches, but
rices have rapidly advanced and are
‘quoted from 15 to 17 cents,
- The receipts and prices in detail are
as follows:

} The Afares and prices in detail are:

! ! Boston Arrivals.

¢ #Sch. Mary J. Ward, 1000 cod, 8000

poﬂock

- Sch. Leo, 10,000 haddock, 5000 cod,

; Sch. Gladys and Sabra, 30,000 cod.
\QSCh Marguerite Dillon, 4000 had-

k, 30,000 cod.

Steamer Spray, 53,000 haddock, 2000
cot! 1000 hake, !

Sch. Thomas Brundage, 2000 had-
dock, 15,000 cod.
' Sch. Harvester, 7000 haddoek 12,-
000 cnd, 5000 hake,

Sch. Robert and Arthur, 42,000 had-
dock, 3000 cod, 15,000 hake,

-Sch. Rara Avis, 500 cod, 5000 pol-
i!ock

- Sch, Laura Enos, 3000 pollock,

Sch. Sceptre, 9 swordfish,

Sch. Lafayette, 34 swordfish.

Haddock, $2.50 to $3 per cwt.; large
~cod, $4 to $4.50; market cod, $2 1o
| $2.60; hake, 82 to. $3; pollock, $2.50;
swordiigh, 15 1-2 to 17 cts. per Ib.
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NORWEG!AN HERRING CATCH.“

.

Sprmg More Suapestful Than Ever .;)

Before—Prices Lower.
According to Consul P. Emerson Tay-

' lor, the Norwegian spring heriing |
' season in the Stavanger district, which i

 ended the later part of -June, resulted

‘in a larger catch thasn in any previous

year. The market conditions are ex-
Dluined: by the consul.

The price has not been as high as
usual, and on the whole the season has
not been a very profitable one for the
ﬁshermem The exporters have been

1909 was 325,800 barrels, and in 1908
271,000 barrels. .

exported to the United States. Fresn
chiefly to England and Germany. Her-

as fuiqua. ,’ Iierrl

filling foreign orders promptly at rea- “
./ sonable prices. The total eatch of
Spring herring at St&vanger in 1901
‘was 425,248 barrels, of which 94 1466
‘barrels have been salted; the c;atch in

- The salted herring experted from
this “district are .sent in the largest
quantities to Russia, though some are |

| herring, packed in ice, are exported

ring in oil, herring in bouillon and her- ;
ring slightly salted apd afterwards
ked, are shipped to the United
‘the largest qua.ntmes The |
in hbumon ha.ve bqun export- i

g exporte from this
amrm’ta the Unuea‘ atgztuin 1909

g

|ewt.; medium, $3
Drift Georges
cwt.; medium, $3:60,
Outside sales
large and $3.50

per BWt,gw pollock, 76 cts. per
cwt.; round pnlggck. 70 ets .per cwt.

k Conamlar A&ent Enrique N affL/’
Vigo, writing of the fish-p : ‘

at Spanish port says: }
employment  fo
jal 0 f whom 8000 are
women. The wages of the mefr range
{rom eighty cents to $1 per day, and
: ﬂ'ﬂm twenty-five to

otber eraft.
 used exclusively for
d similar fishing, and
or sardines. Of the

_per cent. for pmservir";
‘ﬂ!e sardine catch 80 per|

_are more than mn sardine
factories in this dmﬁct many

, and the

' was $2,-

tCapt. James
Capt George G, Hamor, sch, Pi*a

A special dispatch to ‘the Times thu
forencon © ‘reports \the jittle schooner,
Clara T., arriving ‘there with 900 med-
ium mackerel, sch, Thomas Congdon
with 500 and sch. Freedom with 2500
small mackendiﬁhoch were sold at 12/
cents, . ¢

Wit’h the arriv&l ot these it is now.
evident i}ﬁt a school of small fish is
‘on .the coast and some good catehes
my “be made. in utraps and seines by
the shm ﬁshemkn mhn resort to fine

its cafrespmdsnt at Souris, P. E. 1,4
reports that seven geiners, sch. Dianxg
- McLean.  sch. Prem

Capt. Douglass 8. MelLean, sch. B
tric Flash, Capt. William Bissert, s
Arthur James, Capt. Archibald
 vine, sch. Ralph L. Hall, Capt. Fr
H. Hall, and seh. Georgia, Capt. Solo-
Jmon Jacobs, also one hooker, sch.
Margie Smith, had arrived at thi
port up to date, all of whom proce:
ed o North Bay. ‘

No mackerel have been seined
the fish are not schooling, but it is

‘

{where.

i

,vuqte report no mackerel heinz ta

general opinion that there is a
‘bodv of mackerel jn North Bay some-

Sch. Diana hooked a barrel of mack-
erel on Wednesday last off East Point
reef. No fishing licenses have bee
ltaken out by seiners this seascn vet.

Thc Canadian Fish Burean of a lat,er

«long that coast.

oA

Codﬁsh Sales.

The fare of fresh and salt fish o
sch. Teazer was sold to the Cunnmg
‘ham ‘& Thompson Co.
The salt cod fares of schs. Hope and
Grace Otis were sold to Garton-Bew
Jrisheries Company.
The fare of sch. J. W Bradley will
probably be taken to New Haven,
Mass, where this craft belong‘s.




Proved Claim on Question One.

{by Great Britain of a servitude, and

Acgues United States Have Not

tegether.
indeed the United

asserted,  was a e rec

their origihal sovereingty,—a

ereignty unbroken, in one sense, and
diminished by the

enlarged, and not
Revolution. : :

That, then, was a ground independ-
ent of grant. The other ground is de-
pendent entirely upon grant, and in-
deed is totally inconsistent with the
theory of antecedent rights, which
the United States first put forward.

They say, now, that there was a grant

that a servitude carries with it,” with-
cut any ‘need for explicit statement, or

The closing of the presentation of
the case of Great Britain before The
Hague tribunal sitting on the North
Atlantic coast fisheries arbitration,
was in the hands of no less a famous |
Jegal light than Sir William 8. Robson,
‘attorney-general of England. Of very
pleasing address, using almost entire-
ly a conversational tone, with few ges-
fures, Sir William covered the better
part of six days,—all in fact ‘except

written pleadings Bubmlﬁﬁd to thefgﬁ
bunal;, namely, that they are, in their
yiew, entitled to share in the enforce-
ment of such regulati 1S a '

think proper, or as may be agreed.
In other words, that it is part of their
right, conferred upon them by this
treaty, that they should, in times of
peace be at liberty, if their right is
in their view in any peril, to place

armed forces-upon the soil of a friend

iy power, for actual operation, if need yr . e
be, ngalnst the cltizens and subjects| gy purgose 1l
of that power. : B

one hour, in placing before the tribun
al the summing up of ‘the ‘case of
Great Britain, On questions ane and
five he dwelt at length, giving to' ques-
tion two also a fair share, consider-
ina questions three and four together,
sliding over question six in a somewhat
slighting manner and closing with a
full consideration of question seven. |

Duging hig presentation of 'the stand,
of Great Britain on the several ques-
ticns, he was asked more than the or-|

dinary number of questions by the
ibunal, the ' general

|
|

members of the tri
trend of these. interrogatories indi-
cating that the members of the ‘court
had been giving the closest attention
te what he wag presenting, as well as
all that had been .presented in the
_arguments of counsel who nad pre-
ceded him i ’
Question Qne of

' Nations.

» Mr. Robson said the fir ;
is one of which, really, it would  be

Importan

ce to All

rst question

|right, creating that w

This is a novel claim,
which, of course, this tribunal woule
nat dream of allowing; exeept upon

most explicit evidence that. it wast
intention of the parties;: hecause
though nations n 1 the unhappy
course of events, become subjected 1
the control or domin
hostile powers, vet: they do not very
easily or very ofte nsent to it

w=|And the case for the United States. i, ; ps confined to  its own ! eitizens.
Mr. Turner soon saw that. Again he
¥ 1gid not shrink, any more than any of
Jjtheir learned counsel on that side have

here, is thatiGreat Brifain  has . con:
gented to the situation W
hds arisen. .If go, thi
clearly pro b

But it is a ;ema%miile

{ties, car

power, it being a
not confined to legislatio
also its executive rights,

ut by mere force of inter-
1 law, Which

any contract that i

5

ade by the par-
ries with it all these conse-

- wOnr claim

‘enforcement.”
sovereign in

our sovereign
gn power, is
n, but it has
a&l therefore

And, of course, that compulsion can-

e obvious legal and
iénces of their ar@‘;"

?hschozo:z:s the U At ment. You canfot enforce regulations,
steil;:! he thougilt they hav_e ot suc ‘hou.gh Thed HE agreed to by E’gthi
4 Ayl A, arties against .one set of fishermen

ming that they have
hich any such condis
od

o
bt

ceeded in overco
no contract in w
tion of things as this is foreshadow
and acreed to on the part of Gre
| Britain. They have no contract at al
They have a contract constituting a

hich  they are

pleased to call a servitude, and a con-

{any oceasion tp enforce them, against

nd not against the other. Because, if |

the United States desires to enforce
regulations at

1
nforce them, there i

1, there is no neced to|
ot likely to be.

its own citizens; because its own citiz-
ens will be the complainants; they will:

tract, therefore, whieh, like | 11 others
in some degr a substantial degree

very difficult for him  to ‘exaggorate
the importance. It has an import-~
anee far beyond that of the interests |
of the partics immediately concerned.
It touches, indeed, the very founda-
tions of international law. It affects
the security < of national sovereignty,
in all those . nations, and they are

Jimits what he had called the exercise
of the sovereign powers of Great Bri-.
‘tain, but when we go further and ask.
where js the contract which carries
with it a transfer, a econyeyance of
sovereign power—which is gomething

strietia

many; both great and small—particu-
Jarly smajl—=who - haye  thrown open
their territory, or some part of their
territory, to their neighbors by bind-
ing and durable obligations for some
economic purpose or for some other
reason of heneficial general inter-
course. 3 IR

If the Unitea States is right in the
contention they are submitting. here,
the obligations which those nations
have incurred will turn out to Ainvolve
a losy of what he' thought ever_y;;nﬁ!;ion,i
tegards as its most treasured posses-.
sion. It will mean that they haye, in
most cases he was 8suUre, ‘without
knowing it, parted with the unity and
completeness of their national sov-
ereignty; that they have lost the right
80 much valued by every independent

|

tions and imternational law, and the
history of the parties, and to vari-
ous other grounds with ~which it will!
be my duty to deal b

more than 4 mere limitation or Teé-ig
n—we are referred to implica-ig

So t
the United States to coerce, if need
by armied foree, the citizens of Great
Britain undland who are dis-
obey regulations which the United:

: or which are
_United, States
y be. That is the

claim of the Unite
And it is cl

States is right in sayl

sonableness of t regulations - is

t the United;’
thdat the rea-

Claim of Joint Sovereignty Made on
Two Grounds. .

question here—and
it is the whole gquestion before th

tribunal—ist g
fhere a’ cofitract,
between Great Britainand the Unitod
States thaf the Tnited states shal
possess this novel nd remarkable pow-,
er, one only exercis Yy a conquer-
ing and dominant state, or scarcely
ever exercised except by a conquering.

-

state to deal with all persons _and
things on its own soil W
interference or cant;ol.. i

Claim of United States Goes
Contract Rights.

contract, this treaty amons
stricts the action of
That is not 'the conte
this Tribunal is ROW
deali It is no.more
strietion upon the

led upon
limitation
i a

ithout foreign

Beyon ;

Of course it is common ground to
both the .disputants here that . every
0‘: "te.-
sovereignty.
n with which

and dominant state over the territory
|| of Great Britain? ‘
The United Stajes has been some-
what hard put to it o show . a jcov-
tract. And its very learned and able
counsel have endeayored to suggeat
various grounds of action which shotld
| be independent contract. Well how,
all those grounds of action look very
well and sound very well, while thay
| are being dealt W
gel; but they have
a somewhat minute.

| The United States
{with two grounds

y claim this joint own-
_ govereignty in the

agreed to such
there ‘they are Egﬁ,hébnible or not; and it they

: that ey

y learned coun-

| whether they really earry their a"'g""jusual and such a difficult situ
.| ment home. q e

immaterial. . That, . think, is ob-
vious f they are in excess of our)
urisdiction, it does not matter whether|

urport to apply to the United States,
hy then, clearly, they would be to
nt in excess of our jurisdic-
on, if the United States is right.
Ang therefore they are not concerned
_digcuss the reasonableness ' of our
egulations at all. They may be as|
reasonable as like, but, say the
United States, they do mnot bind us
without our consent. Bl
~ Of course they do not mean to be.
unreasonable. They say they will not,
be unreasonable, but they claim the
right not to submit or acguiesce, or to
be compelled to acquiesce in reasom-
nble regulations. So that the ~ local
power of Great Britain in this case
iwould undoubtedly be left in a pos-
fition of very serious difficulty, - with
{tbis partner in its sovereignty ~whom
it has no means of compelling to an
The contract between

i§

i it S

S

jagreemnient.

a




